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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

Applicant's election without traverse of Group I, claims 1-5 in the reply filed on 19 
May 2008 is acknowledged. 

Claim Objections 

Claim 3 is objected to because of the following informalities: 
Claim 3, line 2, "restrict belt" should be --restraint belt- 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1, 2 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
U.S. Patent No. 5,941,195 to Martz. 

Regarding Claim 1 , Martz teaches a pet storage box fixing structure configured to 
fix the pet storage box in which a pet is stored, to a vehicle body in a vehicle interior, 
wherein the pet storage box is placed on a seat, and a seat belt of a seat belt device is 
directly connected to an outer peripheral surface side of the pet storage box so that the 
connected seat belt is in a belt attached state (Martz Fig. 1 B and Fig. 1 #86). 

Regarding Claim 2, Martz teaches wherein the pet storage box has a reinforcing 
belt (Martz Fig. 1 #32) mounted to cover the outer peripheral surface of the storage box 
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body, a belt insert hole (Martz Fig. 1 #86) is provided by using the reinforcing belt, and 
the seat belt is passed through the belt insert hole so that the seat belt is directly 
connected to the pet storage box (Martz Fig. 1 B). 

Regarding Claim 5, Martz teaches wherein the seat belt of the seat belt device 
has a shoulder belt portion with one end supported on a vehicle body side and the other 
free end on which a tongue member is fixed, a lap belt portion with one end supported 
on the vehicle body side and the other end connected to the shoulder belt portion, and 
an anchor belt portion with one end supported on the vehicle body side and the other 
free end on which a buckle is fixed, and the tongue member is attached to the buckle in 
a manner that both of the shoulder belt portion and the lap belt portion are passed 
through-the belt insert hole (Martz Fig. 1B #120). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Patent No. 5,941 ,1 95 to Martz in view of Japanese Patent JP 2003-250373 to Akihiko. 

Regarding Claim 3, Martz teaches wherein the reinforcing belt has a restrict belt 
part mounted to cover the outer peripheral surface of the storage box body (Martz #32 
portion attached to #22; applicant does not claim it covers the entire peripheral surface) 
and a looped stable belt part with both ends fixed to the restrain belt part (Martz Fig. 1 
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#32 the free handle portion above top wall portion #14), but is silent on the stable belt 
part is hooked to a column of a head rest. However, Akihiko teaches a pet storage box 
with a stable belt hooked to the column of a head rest (Akihiko Fig. 5 #8a and 3a). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the teachings of 
Martz with the teachings of Akihiko at the time of the invention for safety and to prevent 
displacement of the box as taught by Akihiko. The modification is merely the use of a 
known technique to improve a similar device in the same way and combining prior art 
elements according to known methods to yield predictable results. 

Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Patent No. 5,941 ,1 95 to Martz in view of Japanese Patent JP 2003-250373 to Akihiko 
as applied to claims 1 and 3 above, and further in view of PCT WO 89/08386 yo 
Bussmann. 

Regarding Claim 4, Martz as modified teaches wherein the stable belt part 
comprises two parts (Martz Fig. 1 #32 free portion above top wall #14 there art two of 
them), and as modified by Akihiko teaches one stable belt part hooked to the column 
located on the seat where the pet storage box is placed (Akihiko Fig.5 #10c), but is 
silent on the other stable belt part hooked to the column located in front of the seat 
where the pet storage box is placed. However, Bussmann teaches a pet vehicle box 
that places stable belt parts over the seat in front and the seat it is resting on 
(Bussmann Fig.4 and 5). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
further modify the teachings of Martz with the teachings of Bussmann at the time of the 
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invention for safety and to prevent displacement of the box as taught by Bussmann. 
The modification is merely the use of a known technique to improve a similar device in 
the same way and combining prior art elements according to known methods to yield 
predictable results. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

U.S. Patent Pub. No. US 2002/0078901; U.S. Patent No. 4,943,105; U.S. Patent 
No. Des. 398,083; U.S. Patent No. D549.400; U.S. Patent No. Des. 424,248; U.S. 
Patent No. 7,210,426; U.S. Patent No. 6,286,461. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to ANDREA M. VALENTI whose telephone number is 
(571)272-6895. The examiner can normally be reached on 6:00am-4:30pm M-Th. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Peter M. Poon can be reached on 571-272-6891 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Andrea M. Valenti/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3643 

25 June 2008 



